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take reasonable care to see that teachers were efficient. The
position of the thoroughgoing advocate of church responsibility
is more fully indicated by the  Pope's  encyclical  issued
llth January 1930. According to this document "man springs
from three kinds of society. Two of these, the family and the
state, are of a natural order. The third, the church, is of a
supernatural order. The family, being instituted immediately
by God, has a priority of rights over the state, but lacks some
means for attaining perfection. On the other hand, the church
is a perfect society, and is independent of any earthly power
both in the origin and exercise of its educative mission.
Further, the church has an unalienable right and duty to super-
vise the entire education of its sons, in whatever institutions,
whether public or private, and whatever the subject taught, in
so far as it concerns religion and morals. This supremacy of
the church can fit in perfectly with the rights of the family and
of the state, and also with the rights of individuals, as regards
the just liberty of conscience. The function of the state is to
protect and promote, not to absorb or take the place of, the
family and the individual. In the sphere of education it is the
state's right, and even duty, to protect the anterior rights of
the family and the church, Similarly, the state ought to make
good any deficiency due to the incapacity, unworthiness, or
other defects of parents, and generally to protect, according
to the rules of reason and the faith, the moral and religious
education of the young by removing any public impediment.
The state can rightfully demand and ensure that the citizens
have a proper knowledge of their civil and national duties, and
attain a certain standard of intellectual and moral culture.
Nevertheless, the "native rights" of the church and family
must be respected. Consequently, every educative or scholastic
monopoly, which physically or morally compels families to
frequent the schools of the state against the dictates of the
Christian conscience or against their own legitimate pre-
ferences, is unjust. The state may reserve to itself the direction